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-ABSTRACT

J ,

0

.

The National Longitudinal Study of the High School Class of 1972 is

a large-scale longitudinal survey effort. NLS ate have been gathec4d

and combined from several sources, coded and edited for analysis.purposes,,
a

and stored &1-magnetic computer tapes. The current
,

tape package contains

base-year (1972) survey data integrated with first follow-up data (1973).

This paper provides a gene al description df the contents of the tape

'package which will soon be available for u6e By the general,r earch com-

munity.

.1_

, r

1

.

to

1

4

I



4

I. INTRODUCTION
. -

A
The National Longitudinal Study (NLS) of the High School,Clasa of

.

-1971 is a large-scale longltudinal survey eifor:t'primarily supported by :

the National Center for Education Statistics" (NCES), Office of the

Assistant-Secretary for Education in the Department,of Health, Education, .

and Welf*e,(DHEW).

The primary purpose of the NLS is to discover what happens to young

people after they leave high schOol, as measured by their tubsequent

educational and vocational actiVities, plans, aspirations, and attitudes,

and to relate this inf6rmation to their prioi educational experiences
a

and personal and biographical characteristics. Ultimatelpy, the study
a

Will allow a better understanding of the development of'students as they

pass through the American educdtiOnal system, and of the complexity of

factors Associated with -individual educational and career outcomes.

.NLS data have been gathered and combined from seveal al6ces, coded '

and edited for ana/Isis purposes,-and stored on magnetic computer tapes

for future access. The' urrent tapes contain base-year (1972) survey

data, collected by the Educa tional Testing Service, integrated with ,-'

,first follow-up (1973) survey data; collected b y, the Research Triangle

Institute.-.glaistape package will be augmentee(periodically as data

from subsequent follow-up'surveyg become availdEle:

The major purposp of this paper is to,describe the contents of the
-

available NLS tapes and-, by so doing, stimulate the interest of the

educltional research community.

/.

II. THE SAMPLE

,

The merged-AS dataafile Contains data for a total of 22,398 sample
. 4.

memEers who responded to the base-year Student Questionnaire And/or the

FirstFollow-Up Questionnaire. Comprising this to-al group are 15,635

individuals who reapondedoto both'surveYqUestionnaires, 1,048 who responded

to the base-year questioinaire only% and 5,715 whorespondeto the follow7 6

up questionnaire only (athoUgh some base-year information was collected
A

retrospectively for 4,539 of these individual§i.

A
1
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,These respondents,were gampl0 as 1972 twelfth'graders fram.a

national probability sample of 1,318 public, private, and church-

affiliated high schools located throughotitthe 50 S ates and the

District yf Columbia. The.schoblisampling .wak stratified into

600 final strata,,based on the following seven variables: /,

- Type of control (public or nonpublic), It

- Geogeaphic divipion (NottheastNorth Central, South, West),
W

Grade 12 enrollment (fewer than 300, 300-599, 600 or more), .

Proxitity to institutions of'higher,e4Fation,

/ Percent minority group enrollment,

- Income level of the community around the school, and

- Degree of urbanization.

Students from low-income families and racial minorities were over-.

/ 'sampled so that sample sizes for thege groups ip the national sample.would

be adequate for separate adalyses.,: ..
%
,

. ,

.r .
-Thf study design-.excluded schools fot the physically or mentally

handicapped, schools for legally confined students, 'or schools that did

not enroll students of their on (such as area vocational schools whost-

studentswere enrolled mother schools included in the sample). Also ,

'excluded were certain classes of students, suctels early graduates and'.

adult education students.

.III. INSTRUMENTS AND TEST BATTERY

Base-Year InstrumentationH.

Each student in tie sample'was asked-to complete aStu.dent Question- )

naire containing 104 questions distributed over 11 major
V
sections. The

base-year Student Questionnaire dealt with.factors related.to theestudent's

personal*family background, educational and work experiences, plans,
.

Aspirations, at,titudes,.and,opinions. In addition, each student
,/

asked to'complete a 69-minute Test Book designed by the Educational r ,

,
Testing Service to measure both verbal and nonverbal ability. The Test

Book consisted of ,six tests, including Vocabulary, picture number,

reading, letter groups, mathematics, and Mosaic comparisons.

./-
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-Base-yearigata were also obtained. from a Student's School Record *-

Information Form (SRIF). Items on the SRIF pertained to the student's .

high _school curriculum; grade-point average, and'credit-nours in major,

i
cQui-ses. If applicable, positions in ability groupings,' remedial-

%nstrupiion records, involvement in certain federally. supported programg,

and,Stores on tendardized 'tests we're also included.

Final,ly, information from a School Questionnaire and one or two

Counselor. ,Questionnaires-,were also collected for each partit-ipating high

.. school.
, .

s

B. .FirstIllallow-Up Instrumentation

Two forms (A and B) of a First Follow-Up Questionnaire were de-

veloped and designed fbr self-administration by the student. Fqrm A of

the Firft Follow-Up Questionnaire was mailed to each sample member who

responded to thebase-year Student Questionnaire. Seniors from the high

school, class of 972 who were unable to participate in the base-year

'survey (usually because of time and scheduling considerations) wer-e
.

mailed Form B-of the questionnaire. Quettiont one through 85 were

identical on both ,questionnaire forms. These quetiots dealt with
4'

information 'concerningAthe respondent's activity state (e.g., educatiop,

Ark, etc.) in October 1972 and October 1973, his or her socioeconamid

status, work and educational experienceS since leaving-hiOk school, and

future educational and career plans, aspirations, and wectations.
3

Form B of the First Follow -Up Questionnaire also contained an addit' nal
.

14
t questions from the base-year Student Questionntil.re. Most of the

Items of'thabase-year and first 161low-up instruments are of Iheforced-

choice,type'S Open - ended, or free-responseitsims wetelimited to ques-
t-ftu

bons involvirig dates, income, number of hours dr.weeks worked;` and the

like. .

k;- 3
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IV. DATA COLLECTION PROCEDU

'A. -Base7Year' Data Collection
_

... l
;

,

.

_

sOf the 1,318 schoolt, 1,070 were able to,participate in thebase-'

year survey, resulting in 16,683 completed StudentsQueLtionnaires,
.

wasThe bulk of the student data as collected 10 April,.May, and Juneo3f

4 1972, through group administration in each schacil. Survey administrators

also completed School Recold Information Forms (SRIA) for Bach partici-
t

,

pating student, plus approximately 1,000 additional students during the
, -__ .

summer of 1972. It was intended that these additional students, who did-'

not complete the Student.Questionnaire in spring 1972, would be sent .N.

ii .
.

.
.

Form B of the First Follow-Op Questionnaire so as
,

to be able to obtain

some base-year student information from the respondents.

, 414

B. First Follow-Up Data Collection

Me first step in dataitolIection for first follow-up inolved an

,extensive qacing operasion to update -name and address files. The

Reseatch Triangle Institute received from the prevI6us contractor a name_

- and )address file from the base-year survey. A total of 18,672 of

these individuals from 1,043 schools were used for the first'follow -up

survey. In addition, 257 resurvey schools with 4,450 individuals

were added to the base-year lists to give a first follow -tip survey

sample of 1;300,Schools and 23;122 individ'uals. A newsletter was de-
\

velop,4d and mailed'in July 1973 not only to encourage participation but

also to use as a vehicle for updating names and addresses. When mail

was reettrned bythe postal Service as-undeliverable, telephcine tracing

'procedures were used to obtain current addresses where possible.

The list of&sdrvey students was provided by, the U.. S.' Office of*

tducation.

AL
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Prior to the mailout pf the Pirst.Follow-Up"Questionnaires 102
P

-

, es

:individuals wtre deleted from the mailing
.

list for operational reasons
.:,,

(e,g., duplicate names, ,bad addresses, deceased).

Questionnaires %Sere mailed to'the last known addresses of the

resu.'ting sample of 23,020 on 23-24 October 19?3. This was followed by

allilanned sequencej)f reminder'ostcatds, additional 9uestleonnaire
,

s

mailings,.and reminder mailgrams to nonrespondentS. ,Active mail return

`effortsicontinued through December 1973; by early January 1974, the
eV' 1

questionftaire return rate by mail was 60.9 percent.
. ,

The names ..and addresses of those sample members who tailed. to mail

back their questionnaires were then turned over to the Bureau of the
I

Census Nr personal intervi in accordance tith a Bureau arraltement

with the U. S. Office of Ed7atiOn. This personal interview phase of

first follow-up data collection coitinUed until April 7, 1974, at.which

time the overall Asponse rate had been increased to 92.8 percent,

21,350 respondents out of 23,020.
ti

-V. FIRST FOLLOW-UP DATA PREPARATION

v

Pre- Machine Data .Processing Ira

Questionnaires returned by mail, either from individual sample

members or from the Bureau of the Census interviewers, were manually

edited to ascertain if each questipnnaire'contained a minimum set of

"critical" data. Questionnaires which passed .this manual edit stage

were then transmitted to the direct data entry section to be transformed

into machine-readable format. Those questionnaires

manual edit procedures were routed to the telephone

where an attempt was made to- contact the respondent

information or otherwise resolve problemS uncovered'

that failed the

follow-up section,

and recovery missing

in manual edit.

After resolution, these questionnaires were also transmitted to the

direct data entry section for encoding. In general, the encoding

process-involved transcribing the questionnaire responses onto magnetic

5
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tie.. However, there were certain Cateeories of/ esti4. onnaire i s'

that requlred
f' .

some manual editing before transcription; i.e., pi stions
,
i

dealing ;.1ith occupations, fields of study, Ahool names, and thosg i

t hat had an alternative labeled "Other" and ailoWe a write-in response.
.d

.
1 . %

Manual.reooding of alphabetic information was per ()rued prior tb\trapscrip-

tioninto machine-readable form. Questions concerning the respondent's ,

i.
` (or hisrparenty)'bccupation were recoded into the eorrespondtvg three-

,

digit codes specified.in the Census Index 6f Industries and Occupations.

_Postsecondary sthbols identified by reiprondents were recoded into six-4

digit V. S. Office of Education Vendor or FICecodes; ?sing a master

index provided by QE (these sodes*have been witheld, however, in ordel. .

to protect the confidentiality of respondents). Fields of study reported,

'by respondents who attendedschool-duipg the post-highschooi period

were recoded into HEGIVcatiegoriesrusing both the four-digit academic

sdbdivisions Provided by the,HEGIS taxonomy and the six-digit REGIS

technologiEal and occupational schemes being developed. Finally, responses

indicating a type of license, certificate, dmidiploma received were

similarly converted to numerical codes..

There were 18 questions in the First Follow-Up

had closed. or fixed - response alternatives and Which

option with room for the respondent to write. in his

Questionnaire which

included an "other"..
I

-particular answer.

If the "other' category were ch6sen by the respondent, that response was

reclassified whenever possible into the closed-choice bptions provided.

Where reclassification was not an obvious or logical possibility, a code

indicating use of, the `other" option was inserted, but the alphabetic ,

description was not included on the data file.

There were four questions asking for alphabetic information in the

First
1

Follow-Up.Questionnairgefor which no numeri6 coding was done.

That is, the written replies of the revondents were coded as they .

appeared on the questidnna.ire." The user should be aware of these

alphabetic fields and 'use the appropriatf computer-techniques tO process

them.
4

Beyond recoding of alphabetic material, a uniform set of standard

numeric "error" codes was defined analoplied actoss the file to indicate
f 4

certain common classes of erroneous or missing data. These classdk of

'response are listed below:

4*
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.

Part ,al Rtsponse. This code applied onlyftto those 'questions iithe

First Follow-Up Instrudent that eqpJoy the two-column respons
format. .Each of these questions consists of a set of subitems and

requires The resliondat to indi5ate whether eacii.subitem.applies

or does not apply. If the respondents answered at least one, ,buto

inot all,ofthe subitems'ibr a question of this kind; then those

, unansvtedRubitems were coded to indicate a partial resonse to

the question.

- Don't Know. (self-explanatory)
. .

.
.

,

- Out -of- Range.Response. This code is,psed when thresponse or
transcription exceeds same specified acceptable range. It is

described more fully in the following section.

.
,

- Multipl Response. This is used if the respondent gave several

. ,-answers,
to a question when the directiond called for only one.

, jefusal. (self-explanatory)
I

-4

- Blank, or Inappropriate Nonresponse. This is used. when the resiondent

should have, answered the question and cuot not.

- Legitimate Nonresponse. Thrs Is used when the respondent should
%

not have answered the question and did not. As wel', if the respondent

didnot answer an entire flstrument, then all fields representing

that instrument were .coded 99% )

4I 4

. I

The steps dessribed above were the only manual editing procedures

i applied to the data. 'File manual editing was limited to insure, asimuch

as possible,'that the data file would accurately reflect the actual

response oh the questionnaire. It was felt that any*further editing

should be ,done by machine to insure uniformity of application and
,

replicability.

VI. MAC1INE EDITING PROCEDURES

\\,

.

Some of the major steps/taken toward preparing the NLS data tapes

for public release included "hard copy" (source docubent) spot cheeks.

and tachlne editing, which involved recoding alE.nterptetable responses

e", . and some logitl recoding of other responses. As a result, thefinal

data file contains only .(a) valid responsetodes, (b) codes describing

type of erroneous or missing data,.and (c) "logically vcoded values,"

including, in .each case, an indicator for th reasons for such a recode.
.

:7
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Three sequential(machine editing programs were employed -and are

Ov
descietbed below. (These programs were not applied to the NLS ta'se-year,

data,-since.th se data were already subjected to editing procedures

employed by t e previous contractor. The base-year data were simply

,rgiorMatted: and in Some cases recoded,- to achieve consistency with the

fit-sit follow-up data on the file. )

Range Checks

' The first program in the editing.sequence dealt with out-of-range

. data. This program checked the responses to each fixed-response item

against a specififa range of acceptable values, "flagged" an3, vallieehat.
)j,

fell outside of this range, and recoded each flagged datum to indicate

the occurrence of. an but-of-range response. It.should be noted amt. .

. * .
.

this recoding procedure Was applied to fixed-choice its "only.' Acceptable

ranges wexe also specified for 79, free- response items ding for Alumeric,
41: w

data, and the frequency, of responses outside theses canges has been

,tabulate d. In general, these responses were logically possible but were

consldered highly improbable. It is recommended that the user make his .

own decisions as to what.is acceptable data for these items, using as

guidelines the ranges set forth. It was felt that in some cases the

outlying responses may provide additional information and that it waS

best to leave} t in the file so as to provide As faithful a transcrip-
. .

.

tiod-of the original records as4possible.

B. Consistency Checks,
( e

Phase two of the machine editing sequence was concerned with ,check-

ing the consistency of an individual's responses over the entire question-

naire: A set of 94 internal checks, Orofesponse comparisons, were

selected on an a priori basis for this purpose. The gonsistencY.program..

read the responses comprising each individual's,reqpra and flagged those

consistency checks that were failed...As will b described, in a later

section, an index tas subsequently compated for ach record based on the
. .

40.

number of consistency checks failed by the individual. 'filaillindex

,

8
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a.

r ,
li . t \, I *4 -

, . 4, .

deflects the internal .consistency of. a record and, tRerVore., *proidep
4 t ,, 4

Dthe user with ,a tough indication of the quality df each respondent's
data. t

I $ . ,

. $ , 1 41...., . I. ,ie t
. .1 ,.. t ,,,, :i 1 I

, -, ". . . '
. , .

1, ,
C: Routing' Checks- . ,, ,, 6 , ,E

, ,
. - , 41,--. , , *%.,

The ,f irst. follow-up'in4Nritent-teantaps 33.4outing .questioqs.questions'. A.
t ,,

. 11,-,-;,...., i ,,44 ' '', 14
routing question is .anthat, eithet-it'plicitly or explicitlyidireet's a

=, 4,

respondent- around other questions in the instrument/. The aim of the
4 .

. t/: touting questions is
.
to quickly move respondents around questionnaire

t,.. ...._' ,
sections that do not apply to them. In order to deterrlitne if the re-

A. 4,

spondents correctly followed the routing patterng; a routing rheck,'
program.was developed ...and implemented. %This program read each Teem-A-,' -

'5

and flagged responses to all routing iquestions that 'were inconsistent ,

. . ,4 .
4,

with the ,subsequent patt,ern'of response, recoding these questio1 to
,

4 i4dicate the type of inconsistency detikted. fIhree types of ineon-
.-

, sistency have been identif led and recorcl, in tRe data file:. .,
.. ..

,1.. Whet( die response to a routing in indlyaies that the'ques-
tions associateV"Vith that item (i.e., contained within ale

... ( *

4. routing pq.ttern) should be. skipped but are not.
2. When the' response to ale routing item indiCates that the

= , .
- questions'associated with that item should be answered btit are

not

' 3. (Actually_ a combination of I. and 2. above.) When the response
. - 'to. the routing item, indicates tat certain questions should be,

.

. .... 1
. -

. skipped ,but, are not (type oneY other qbestions should-be
answered but are not (type .twoi.

One other function of the routing check prograra was to differentiate
between legitimate nonresponse (coded 99) andillegitiimate nonresponse
(coded 98).. Legitimate nonresponse.w'ag. defined as nerhresponse ro

tions (that' the responden't has been routed around. If a respondent was
/0'

routed into a then any nonresponse to those items,was considered
-

illegitimate,. Also, if the outing patteK was answered- in a manner

inconsistent* with the' routing instructions, theft the uonrespOnse was

fr

4
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considecd illegitrimate for these items. Theonly time that nonresponse.-

would be coded 99 (tegitImatenonrelOonse) was when the, respondent. had
.

- an unflagge'd response,to the queition that routed him around a
. ., .

: group of questions.: the - effect of this coding for nonresponsewai to
.. .

overestimate the lifileiitimatle nonreswilkse. That is, 'id cases where a

respondent's pattern. of, response does not give a cleat indication which .

questions he should anowet, then the nonresponse in'tharp'attern was
a

coded 98.- Xn some of, the more patterns,'nOnresponse

* will.44oe coded illegitimate (98) for a large section of items due to one

inconsistency. sThis implies that the useFlshould be

interpreting the 98 and 99'codes. For some analyses),

to redefinejegitimate and.i4egitdmate skips.

.

VII. CONTENTS AND ORGANIZATION OF THE DATA FILE

.*There are 22,398)tecords in the NT.,S merged, base -year /,first figilow--

.,

up data fileone record for each` respondent. . Each record consists of
.,- ,

921 variables. 'The complete release tape .varia(ple and response'listt

are presented in the NLS Data User's Mandel (Levi ohn, RiccObo;lo,, and
. , i

Moore, 1975). These computer genetated lists pro idea detailed account
_. :

-..

...014
. .

of the data organization viOliti,,a retord. rthq. varitle.list contains , ;

.
, .

. . . the name and desCriptionof each variable,_the-field or cflaractet positions

containing' ea'al variOle;and a response Iiist reference code filit,each -, ,

,
.

,
. , - ,!. I

. variable. The response list catalogs the valid'response_ebaes for givr
. ,.

types Of variables in the variabIJOlist. -

f .

. ,

It 'sbould be mentioned that a nUmber 4, va$031its, or items, from
, , . :

\ At '':0- -* ',I

`each of ,the AILS data collection instrutents _meretbt included in the ' ,

.
releale file. Itemvere extludea piimaril for reasons of confiden7

. . f . .. det.

. tiality, but there were also a. number of iteksWhich were deleted or 1.
..... *

modifies because of excessive prior editing or.poor response.
.

. r ...The data Contained'in each record in the file'are! in geneal,
.._ /1

- A I , 1 u*

;..grouped-4 typelara ordered as olYOwsv indentification-sodes;.data , 4:

. . i .

---indicators.,testkb7artery data, stu'dent's School RecordInforMatio& Form '''

0 .

(SRIF) ta, base-yedt Student Qu4stionnalre data, First 'Follow-Up

I.

II

f

ars

it
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.es

..' Questionnaire data' ty indices, sampling weight, school-variable

data, and analyt c indices. Each of these data grofips is briefly
_

4iscussed in the. following paragraphs.

', ;Two different idanificationcodes appear at the begidning of each
. ,

4t . ,
, .

A
tecordiKa random Pive-digit stUdtnt ID 'number, and-a sii-digit school

., .../ .

Code thalpmay be used to group together . students from the same high

_ ..,- .-?

..

Several indlcatori have been included in the release filpe to assist

. users in processing.the.data records. These indicators signify,, the

presenCe ortabsenc e: of First.Follow-Up Questionnaire data, Book'.

. data, SRIF data, and base-year Student Questionnaire data., E.

.

.

.
As noted earlier, each student,in the base -year survey, was askedto -

a

' ..f,

--completega battery of six tests, including: vocabulary, Picture-number =

<a two-part test), reading, letter groups; mathematits* and mosaic

comparisons (three parts). Total test scores were computed for each of
. .

.

these tests. In addition, subtest scores were cpmputed_separately,-tor
. '

each part of the picture-number and mosaic ataparisons,tests. Thus, the

c ,

. .

test battery datIfor each kecord consist of 11 subtotal and totall

41Irscores_in all. For each test or subtest, formula scores were computed
0

fram the item response as

FS -= R-W/C71)

where

FS = , Formula score

R = Number right

W = Number wrong

.C- .= Number of response to item.

Thaie test Scores were also standardized across The sample, and the

0-standwdized scores ( a mean of 50 and standard deviation of 10) .

er.
e. stored on the file.

Data from the SRIF and base-year Student Questionnaire were coded

and edited according to the previous contractor's specifications. SRIF

data in the file,include student average,,grading system used by the

student's high school, lowest'and highest grades kossible in the school's

grading system, and student's percentile rank ini6liss.

114
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Base-year and First_Fol14w-ap Student' Questionnaire data were, with

few exceptions, coded in aformat that. was a one -to -one match With the
.

1,' 1

instruments. "These' data constitute ne'bulk of the data file.
. .

Unadjusted and adjusted student waighti Were caladatea and stored

.on the NLS data file.. Unadjusted student weights were Oalculatedas the

inverse of the sample incldsion,prObability for all students sampled.
.

A weighting clap-s-method was employed to calculate six different sets of'

° student weighty adjusted for nonresponse; each' weight set isappropriate

for analyses involving a particular set of data. ,The methodology and

use of the Avious weights are described in detail in the.NLS Data

User's Manual' (Levinsohni Riccobono, and Mdore, 1975). *,

Only thres-.,variablea from the School Questionnaire were selected

for1inclusion in each student's data record. The3;'..are: region, qpe of
1.

community, and senior clags enrollment.

Two kinds of composite'i cices--quality and analytic--are included

in the NLS data file. Four quality indices have been developed in order
;

.

to quantify the amount and quality of First Follow-Up Questionnaire data
. .

present in beach record. They are : \41) a consistencyN

individual;

representing
.

1

the' percentage of the 94 consistency dhecks failed by an

(2) an out-of-range index, representing the percentage Of.out-of-range

responses for an individual's redord; -(3) a routing index, rePresenting
1#

.

the percentage of routing,questions ambiguously answered by an individual,
. .

.

i.e., routing questions that were unanswered or answered in a manner

inconsi stent wVh other responses; and (4) a completeness index (for

each major sect tam of the questionnaire), representing the precentage of-

ems i wth valid responses, i.e.,'responses that are'not coded as,errors

or missing data.
4 , .1 -

Users should b4 cautioned that_ the_utility of these uality indices

is in the determination of the credibility of individual ecords. y
.; .. .

4.

are of no use in Making judgements aliout data'such asp teM responses when
. .

'considering more than one respondent, since the real test of'item response
.

.

qUality is the over. .subjects distribution. These indices should not be

coksidered for discarding stibicts unless one's cpncern is with the

entire instrument.-
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Also included 1n -.the -data file are two composite indices, ability .

.
.

. .

and socioecodbmic status (SES),'useful for many analyses. In contrast

to the qbalityindices which focus on a' single individualanOV?ntify

-the amount and qualliY'of information present in an'individual's record,

the anal tic indices are derived framliglobal'consider,aiNs of the

illentire f and-serve primarily as classiftcatoryvariables by which

. one cansgroup individuals. Thus, each-ifividual was assigned a code of

1, 2. or 3 depending on'whether his ability or SES composite score was '.

inthe lower, middle two, or upper quartile range.
, .

Both of the analytic indices involved several components and requiredindices
-

several steps in their derivation. It shouldrbe added, however, that since

other procedurs and components maybe employed in deriving smch indices,.
41r)

the ability and SES raw scores wee afsolncluded in the file, and users

are encouraged to decide for themselves whether-the derived indices are

appropriate for their paeticufar needs or Purposei.
-

. Table 1 presents a breakdown of the,kinUs and amounts of data

available on the NLS release file for important subpopulations.

ti

VIII. HOW TO OBTAIN 'DATA TAPE

A set of _NLS tapes containinmerged base-year and first follow-up

(first level of edit) data is noti available for purchasse as two- 2,400

foot reels of 1600 BPI density at a cost of $156.00 per set, This

purchase price also includes a Use r's Manual. Informaftonon how to

obtain a set of these data tapes and file docunientaVon may be obtained-
from Robert A. Heirrtze, National Center, for Education Statistics,

Room 3069, FOB-6, 400 Maryland 4venUe, SW, -Washington, D. 20202.
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able.l. Data:availability for'submpulations by instrument

4 (N - 22,398)

INSTRUMENT
SUBPOPULATION -Base -hear (B-Y)

Student Quest
First Follow-Up
(FFU) Quest. SRIF

Test Battery'

" TB B -Y, FFu

B-%
FFU, SRIF

B-Y

FEU, /13

B-Y, FFU,

SRIF, TB

Sex:

Male
Female
Unclassifiable

Race:
White'

Black
Ocher
Unclassifiable

H.S. Program:
Acqdemic
General

a
Unclassifiable

Region:
North .

Central
South '

West
Unclassifiable

fig'

Low
Mediuh
High
Unclassifiable

Low
Medium
High,
Unclassifiable

Total

8,275
8,397

13

.

12#656
2,083
1,605

339

6,811'

5,665

4,201
6

3,618
4,568
5,513
2,984

--

4,788
7,000
4,052

843

4111,076

7,816

3,667

16,683

:-
10,463
10,841

46

15,272
2,739

1,829

1,510

N'.. .

8,511
7,492

5,148
199 ...

4,48383
'5,541

-7,6911°

3,635,
--

-4',392

6,600

3,890
6,468

6,423
9,635
4,6E6

606

21,350

10,233
10,376

42

14,721
2,592

1,816

1,522

. 8(312

7,253

5,063
23

4:116

5,468.

7,242

3,625E.

--

4,783

6,997
4,052 A

4,819

6,227

9,393
4;499

532

20;651

-

'

,

7,894

7,953
12:

12 111
!

1,906
1;508

334

-.01..L531

'5,163

3,956

A

3,521
4,122
5,382
2,834

--

.

4,798
7,008
4,053

---

-4,775

7,448
3,515

111

15,859

s

4
7,665

7,967
3

11,94g
1,520

. 1,468
298

-..

,

6,466

5,235
3,927

5

3,420
4,292
5,186
2,737

--
-

4,382
6,592

3,889
772

,,

4,735
7,320
3,506

74

15,635

7,44..-
'7,937

3

11,938
1,917

1,465

298

6,465
5,224

3,924
5

3,420

4,288
'5,178
1,732

--

4,374

6,585

3,889
770

4,729

7,310
3,504"

74

15,618

7,307

7,,553

3

.

11,442
1,766
1,379

. 276

6,2a
4,955

3,699,'
5

w .
?

i ". 3,323

3,87S
5,057
2,608

-- '

4,382

, 6,592'

3,889
--

i.

4,458
6,971

3,370
... 64

14,863

ti
7,301
7,544

3

11,433
1,763
1,376
- 276

6,201

43:69983,698
5

3,323
3,873

52:23
-

4,374

t,585
3.889

--

4,453
6,962
3,369

64
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